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OPINION

PER CURIAM:

Rufus Samuel Greene appeals the revocation of his supervised
release and the twenty-four month sentence he thereafter received.
Greene's attorney has filed a brief in accordance with Anders v.
California, 386 U.S. 738 (1967), concluding that there are no merito-
rious grounds for appeal but raising two issues: (1) whether Greene's
supervised release should have been revoked rather than placing him
on home detention with electronic monitoring; and (2) whether it was
error for the district court to sentence Greene outside the sentencing
range recommended in a policy statement of the United States Sen-
tencing Guidelines ("Guidelines").* Greene was notified of his right
to file an additional brief, but failed to do so.

We find no support for the proposition that the district court erred
by revoking Greene's supervised release and sentencing him to
twenty-four months of incarceration, under 18 U.S.C.A. § 3583(e)(3)
(West Supp. 1996), rather than modifying his release and placing him
on home detention with electronic monitoring under§ 3583(e)(4).
The Guidelines provide that a court may revoke supervised release
upon a finding of a Grade C violation. USSG § 7B1.3, p.s. Greene
admitted committing a Grade C violation of his supervised release.
The guideline range provided in Chapter Seven is eight to fourteen
months for a Grade C violation and a Criminal History Category of
VI. USSG § 7B1.4, p.s. Because the policy statements on which
Greene relies are not binding on the courts, United States v. Davis, 53
F.3d 638, 649 (4th Cir. 1995), and because he was sentenced within
the statutory range, we find no error in the district court's sentence of
twenty-four months.
_________________________________________________________________

*See United States Sentencing Commission, Guidelines Manual,
USSG § 7B1.4, p.s. (Nov. 1995).
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As required by Anders, we have independently reviewed the record
and all pertinent documents. We have considered all possible issues
presented, and we conclude that there are no nonfrivolous grounds for
appeal. Because the record discloses no reversible error, we affirm
Greene's sentence.

This court requires that counsel inform his client, in writing, of his
right to petition the Supreme Court of the United States for further
review. If the client requests that a petition be filed, but counsel
believes that such a petition would be frivolous, then counsel may
move in this court for leave to withdraw from representation. Coun-
sel's motion must state that a copy thereof was served on the client.
We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal conten-
tions are adequately presented in the materials before the court and
argument would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED
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